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SENATOR CHAMBERS: I'm go1ng to debate the bill if you bring
it up this morning. But I say again, the reason I asked,
Friday, for the bracketing was because time is needed. There
are a number of substantial changes made throughout var1ous
n-pects of the law by the language in LB 665, I have to
declare unread1ness. Apparently, all of you are ready. So
if Senator DeCamp will not answer my questions, or annot,
I will turn to some of the other co-sponsors.

P RESIDENT: Senator Car s t en .

SENATOR CARSTEH: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
I think we find ourselves, this morn1ng, in a very serious
situation, one that I think we need to stop and think twice
before we move forward. I appreciate everything that has
happened in the past, as I am sure everyone else has. He
know that everything that was done was done within the boun
dar1es of our operation. Those of us here wno now feel that
we should have done something Friday, did not, are looking
back with 20-20 vision. I don't think we should look at
personalities, or the disagreements between personalities,
but let's look at the measure as the measure is, whether it' s
good or whether it's bad. Let's proceed from that point. I
thinx it's our responsibility, as Legislators representing
the ;.tate of Nebraska, to move in that direction. If the bill
needs debating, which I'm sure that it might very well and
I'm sure Senator Chambers has good points that he needs to
make, but it's from those points and those points that are
made for the bill that we should make our Judgements and not
make Judgements on personalities. That is my personal opinion.
I hope that the body will look at those points when they make
their decision. Thank you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: would you close, Senator DeCamp.

SENATOR DeCAHP: Mr. President, that is all I have ever asked
of the body is that they vote on issues and the merit- of
those issues and their sincero and honest belief on an issue,
and not on personalit1es. Ii you' ll note, in my opinion, I
addressed myself to an attack on me, personally. That is all
I did. In the attack I tr1ed to refute it and point out tnat
I do not believe in this conduct and had not used this type
of tactic, and will not. As for my being upset about what
Senator Chambers did or used a rule, you' ll note my only com
ment on that was simply the action speaks for itself. Tha.
is it. Tne action speaks for itself. Hoth1ng I can say can
make it better or make it worse. You know what we did before
that, we debated the issue. You heard the tape. You know how
it was handled. I merely, by playing the tape, refuted, I
think rather clearly, the portion in this poem directed at me
that says tnere was an ample opportun1ty for somebody to ob
Ject. You can make your own Judgement. You heard the tape.
You were here. You know what occurred. I believe this is
the time to take up the products liability oill. It is a
complex 1ssue. It's a maJor issue for the state. Senator
Cnambers, I'm sure, may have some questions. I'm sure, al o,
that Senator Chambers, who held repeated hearings throughout
the summer on tne issue, has a lot of knowledge and informa
tion he can offer if he chooses to do so. As to whether ever,
member or sponsor of a bill is going to know the bill 1nside
and out, we all know that is not true. He support concepts.
And very frequently, regularly, a committee will have one per
son who is most knowled- cable or worked in an area, handle
the bill and address the questions. I urge you to take uo
the matter by your vote, direct1ng the Speaker to take it up
now.


